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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . Claims 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Maggenti et al (US 6,477,150). 

Consider claim 20. Maggenti teaches a server of a dispatch communication 
system comprising: 

a transceiver (Maggenti shows base stations, which have transceivers, in figure 

2, item 216) configured to receive a floor request message associated with a media 
resource comprising at least one media stream. Note that as described in the instant 
specification the claimed media resource is a user requesting the floor in order to 
transmit a media stream, as described in paragraph 22. (Maggenti describes a user 
(which Maggenti refers to as a "CD" or communication device, in column 2, line 20) 
requesting the floor to transmit media in column 5, lines 37-46, column 6, lines 24-28, 
column 7, lines 38-57 and column 21, lines 15-25), and 

further configured to assign a priority to at least one of said media resource and 
said at least one media stream (Maggenti describes assigning priority to CD's (i.e. 
communication devices) in column 5, lines 26-37, and column 7, lines 15-28. Note that 
Maggenti therefore assigns priority to the media source and stream since Maggenti's 
CD is in fact the media source providing the media stream). 

As to claim 21 , Maggenti teaches that the floor request message comprises an 
invite message (Maggenti describes the floor request comprising an invite message in 
column 27, lines 24-50 and column 28, lines 28-38). 
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As to claim 22, Maggenti teaches that the invite message is a Session initiation 
Protocol message (Maggenti teaches the invite comprising Session Initiation Protocol or 
SIP in column 24, lines 55-61, column 25, lines 50-65). 

As to claim 23, Maggenti teaches that the invite message comprises Session 
Description Protocol records (Maggenti teaches the invite comprising Session 
Description Protocol or SDP in column 24, lines 55-61, column 25, lines 50-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
2. Claims 1 ,3,4,8,9,1 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Palaez et al (US 2004/0190489) in view of Koskelainen et al (US 
2004/0174830) and further in view of Maggenti et al (US 6,477,150). 

Consider claim 1 . Palaez teaches a mobile station of a dispatch communication 
system comprising: 

a transceiver (Palaez's mobile station is a multimedia terminal, specifically a 
multimedia enabled mobile phone, which of course is a transceiver, shown in figure 1, 
as item 40, and described in paragraph 51) configured to communicate with at least one 
remote device (Palaez teaches that the MMT communicates with other, remote 
terminals in paragraph 50, shows the other terminals as items 50 and 60 in figure 1, and 
describes them in paragraphs 52 and 53) for a plurality of floors (Palaez shows the 
multiple floors in figure 2 boxes 130a, 130v and 130t, and describes them in paragraph 
67), 
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each floor being associated with a media type (Palaez shows the multiple floor 
media assignments in figure 2 boxes 140a, 140v and 140t, and describes the 
assignment of media to floors in paragraphs 66, and 68). 

Palaez lacks a teaching of the plurality of floors being part of a single session. 
Note that Palaez teaches using Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) to control the 
arrangement (Palaez teaches using SIP session establishment protocol in paragraph 
56). 

Koskelainen teaches an improvement to SIP in which a single session can 
comprise a plurality of floors. (Note that Koskelainen calls a communications session 
with more than two participants a conference, as described in paragraph 2, and 
describes how a single conference (i.e. session) can have multiple floors in paragraphs 
8 and 49. Koskelainen teaches using the SIP protocol to carry out the floor control in 
paragraph 38) Koskelainen also notes the advantage of using a single session to set 
multiple floor controls (Koskelainen notes that session floor control allows for 
conferences, or sessions in which complex rules of floor control can be defined 
beforehand allowing for access to be simply and automatically controlled during a 
session as described in paragraphs 28-30). 

It would have been obvious to modify the multi floor arrangement of Palaez to 
establish the multiple floors in a single session in order to have rules of floor control 
defined beforehand, allowing for access to be simply and automatically controlled during 
the session. 
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Palaez also lacks a teaching of transmitting at least one invite message having a 
priority associated with at least one of said media type and a media stream. 

In a similar floor control communication system, Maggenti teaches users having 
priority to transmit media. Note that since the user would have priority, the media type 
they wished to stream would be associated with their priority. (Maggenti describes a 
user (which Maggenti refers to as a "CD" or communication device, in column 2, line 20) 
requesting the floor to transmit media streams in column 7, lines 38-57 and column 21, 
lines 15-25. Maggenti describes assigning priority to CD's (i.e. communication devices) 
in column 5, lines 26-37, and column 7, lines 15-28. Note that since Maggenti's CD is in 
fact the media source providing the media stream the priority is therefore assigned to 
the CD as media source of the media stream. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez in 
view of Koskelainen to provide users with priority in order to ensure that certain users 
would not be blocked by other users, as taught by Maggenti. 

Palaez also lacks a teaching of using invite messages. Note that Palaez teaches 
using SIP protocol to initiate sessions (Palaez teaches using SIP session establishment 
protocol in paragraph 56). In a similar floor control communication system, Maggenti 
teaches using invite messages as part of the SIP protocol transmission set up. 
(Maggenti describes the floor request comprising an invite message as part of the SIP 
in column 27, lines 24-50 and column 28, lines 28-38). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to use the invite messages in order to 
utilize standard SIP protocol messaging for floor control as taught by Maggenti. 
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As to claim 3, Palaez teaches an activation sensor configured to indicate a 
particular floor of the session (Palaez teaches push button switches or sensors used to 
indicate a particular floor of the session as described in paragraph 67). 

As to claim 4, Palaez teaches a first activation sensor configured to indicate a 
first floor of the session and a second activation sensor configured to indicate a second 
floor of the session (Palaez teaches using a first switch (push button) to indicate a first 
floor and a second switch to indicate a second floors as described in paragraph 67). 

Consider claim 8. Palaez in view of Koskelainen as applied to claim 1 above lack 
a teaching of an invite message that is a Session initiation Protocol message. 

Note that Palaez teaches using SIP protocol to initiate sessions (Palaez teaches 
using SIP session establishment protocol in paragraph 56). In a similar floor control 
communication system, Maggenti teaches using invite messages as part of the SIP 
protocol transmission set up. (Maggenti describes the floor request comprising an invite 
message as part of the SIP in column 24, lines 55-61, column 25, lines 50-65, column 
27, lines 24-50 and column 28, lines 28-38). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to use the invite messages in order to utilize 
standard SIP protocol messaging for floor control as taught by Maggenti. 

Consider claim 9. Palaez in view of Koskelainen as applied to claim 1 above, 
lacks a teaching of the invite message comprising Session Description Protocol records. 
Note that Palaez teaches using SIP protocol to initiate sessions (Palaez teaches using 
SIP session establishment protocol in paragraph 56). In a similar floor control 
communication system, Maggenti teaches using SDP messages as part of the SIP 
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protocol transmission set up. (Maggenti describes the floor request comprising an invite 
message as part of the SIP in column 27, lines 24-50 and column 28, lines 28-38. 
Maggenti teaches the invite comprising SDP in column 24, lines 55-61, column 25, lines 
50-65). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to 
use the SDP messages in order to utilize standard SIP protocol messaging for floor 
control as taught by Maggenti. 

Consider claim 1 1 . Palaez teaches a method for a communication device of a 
dispatch communication system comprising: 

participating in sessions having a plurality of floors (Palaez shows the multiple 
floors in figure 2 boxes 130a, 130v and 130t, and describes them in paragraph 67), 

each floor being associated with a media type (Palaez shows the multiple floor 
media assignments in figure 2 boxes 140a, 140v and 140t, and describes the 
assignment of media to floors in paragraphs 66, and 68). 

Palaez lacks a teaching of the plurality of floors being part of a single session. 
Note that Palaez teaches using Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) to control the 
arrangement (Palaez teaches using SIP session establishment protocol in paragraph 
56). 

Koskelainen teaches an improvement to SIP in which a single session can 
comprise a plurality of floors. (Note that Koskelainen calls a communications session 
with more than two participants a conference, as described in paragraph 2, and 
describes how a single conference (i.e. session) can have multiple floors in paragraphs 
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8 and 49. Koskelainen teaches using the SIP protocol to carry out the floor control in 
paragraph 38) Koskelainen also notes the advantage of using a single session to set 
multiple floor controls (Koskelainen notes that session floor control allows for 
conferences, or sessions in which complex rules of floor control can be defined 
beforehand allowing for access to be simply and automatically controlled during a 
session as described in paragraphs 28-30). 

It would have been obvious to modify the multi floor arrangement of Palaez to 
establish the multiple floors in a single session in order to have rules of floor control 
defined beforehand, allowing for access to be simply and automatically controlled during 
the session. 

Palaez also lacks a teaching of transmitting at least one invite message having a 
priority associated with at least one of said media type and a media stream. 

In a similar floor control communication system, Maggenti teaches users having 
priority to transmit media. Note that since the user would have priority, the media type 
they wished to stream would be associated with their priority. (Maggenti describes a 
user (which Maggenti refers to as a "CD" or communication device, in column 2, line 20) 
requesting the floor to transmit media streams in column 7, lines 38-57 and column 21, 
lines 15-25. Maggenti describes assigning priority to CD's (i.e. communication devices) 
in column 5, lines 26-37, and column 7, lines 15-28. Note that since Maggenti's CD is in 
fact the media source providing the media stream the priority is therefore assigned to 
the CD as media source of the media stream. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez in 
view of Koskelainen to provide users with priority in order to ensure that certain users 
would not be blocked by other users, as taught by Maggenti. 

Palaez also lacks a teaching of using invite messages. Note that Palaez teaches 
using SIP protocol to initiate sessions (Palaez teaches using SIP session establishment 
protocol in paragraph 56). In a similar floor control communication system, Maggenti 
teaches using invite messages as part of the SIP protocol transmission set up. 
(Maggenti describes the floor request comprising an invite message as part of the SIP 
in column 27, lines 24-50 and column 28, lines 28-38). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to use the invite messages in order to 
utilize standard SIP protocol messaging for floor control as taught by Maggenti. 

As to claim 1 2, Palaez teaches obtaining control of a particular floor of the 
session, and providing a first content to the particular floor of the session in response to 
obtaining control of the particular floor. Note that in a floor controlled system, content, 
whether spoken audio or some other media, can only be provided by the unit that has 
been granted the floor as described in the instant specification in paragraph 2. (Palaez 
teaches that once granted floor control the units provide content, such as audio or video 
as described in paragraph 72). 

As to claim 1 3, Palaez teaches releasing control of a particular floor of the 
session; and receiving content from the particular floor of the session after releasing 
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control of the particular floor. As noted above and as described in the instant 
specification in paragraph 2, in a floor control system, a unit can only either receive or 
transmit on a floor, therefore the unit could only receive by releasing control of the floor 
(Palaez notes that a user must release the floor in order to receive content, such as 
audio from another user. Palaez also describes how user Y, would have to give up 
control of the audio floor in order to receive audio from userZ, in paragraph 72). 

As to claim 14, Palaez teaches obtaining control of a first floor of the session; 
and providing a first content to the first floor of the session while receiving a second 
content from a second floor of the session (Palaez describes a user X providing a first 
(video) content on one floor, while receiving second (audio) content on a second floor 
from users YorZ in paragraphs 71 and 72). 

As to claim 15, Palaez teaches releasing control of a first floor of the session; 
and receiving a first content from the first floor of the session while providing a second 
content to a second floor of the session (Palaez describes a user X providing (video) 
content on one floor, while receiving (audio) content on a second floor from users YorZ 
in paragraphs 71 and 72. Palaez also describes how user Y, would have to give up 
control of the audio floor to receive audio from userZ, while still receiving video from 
user X in paragraph 72). 

As to claim 16, Palaez teaches obtaining control of a first floor and a second floor 
of the session; and providing a first content to the first floor and a second content to the 
second floor of the session concurrently in response to obtaining control of the particular 
floor (Palaez describes a user X providing (video) content on one floor, while receiving 
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(audio) content on a second floor from users YorZ in paragraphs 71 and 72. Palaez 
also describes how the users can transfer control of the various floors between them as 
needed in paragraph 72). 

As to claim 17, Palaez teaches releasing control of a first floor and a second 
floor of the session, and receiving a first content from the first floor and a second 
content from the second floor of the session concurrently after releasing control of the 
first floor and the second floor. As noted above and as described in the instant 
specification in paragraph 2, in a floor control system, a unit can only either receive or 
transmit on a floor; therefore the unit could only receive by releasing control of the floor 
(Palaez describes a user X providing (video) content on one floor, while receiving 
(audio) content on a second floor from users YorZ in paragraphs 71 and 72. Palaez 
also describes how the users can transfer control of the various floors between them as 
needed in paragraph 72). 

As to claim 1 8, Palaez teaches receiving content for the first floor and the second 
floor of the session concurrently comprises: receiving the first content from the first floor 
controlled by a first device; and receiving the second content from the second floor 
controlled by a second device. (Palaez describes a user X providing (video) content on 
one floor, while receiving (audio) content on a second floor from users YorZ in 
paragraphs 71 and 72. Palaez also describes how the users can transfer control of the 
various floors between them as needed in paragraph 72). 
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3. Claims 2 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Palaez et al in view of Koskelainen et al and in view of Maggenti et al and further in view 
of Costa-Requena et al (US 2004/0071099). 

Consider claim 2. Palaez in view of Koskelainen and in view of Maggenti et al as 
applied to claim 1 above teaches the media types includes one of 

an audio media, (Palaez teaches audio, paragraph 67) 

a video media, (Palaez teaches video, paragraph 67) 

and an image media (Palaez teaches still image in paragraph 3), 

a commentary media (Palaez teaches a text media, which could be used for 
commentary, paragraph 67). 

Palaez lacks a teaching of the media types including a white board media. In a 
similar floor controlled communication system (Costa-Requena shows the system in 
figure 1, and describes it in paragraphs 1-4, 14), Costa Requena teaches transmitting 
white board applications (Costa-Requena describes transmitting white board media for 
white board applications in paragraphs 46,48,51,52). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to transmit white board media in order to 
allow users to utilize white board applications in the communication session. 

Palaez also lacks a teaching of one of the media types being a multimedia (i.e. 
combined media). Note that Palaez teaches that it is already known in the art to 
combine media types (Palaez teaches combined media, i.e. multi-media in paragraph 
3), and Palaez also teaches that aspects of the embodiments may be mixed as 
appropriate for desired applications the (Palaez teaches mixing elements in paragraph 
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74). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Palaez to use multimedia, or combined media as one of the types in order to provide the 
appropriate media for desired applications. 

Consider claim 19. Palaez in view of Koskelainen and in view of Maggenti et al 
as applied to claim 1 1 above, teaches that each media type includes one of : 

an audio media, (Palaez teaches audio, paragraph 67) 

a video media, (Palaez teaches video, paragraph 67) 

and an image media (Palaez teaches still image in paragraph 3), 

a commentary media (Palaez teaches a text media, which could be used for 
commentary, paragraph 67). 

Palaez lacks a teaching of the media types including a white board media. In a 
similar floor controlled communication system (Costa-Requena shows the system in 
figure 1, and describes it in paragraphs 1-4, 14), Costa Requena teaches transmitting 
white board applications (Costa-Requena describes transmitting white board media for 
white board applications in paragraphs 46,48,51,52). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to transmit white board media in order to 
allow users to utilize white board applications in the communication session. 

Palaez also lacks a teaching of one of the media types being a multimedia (i.e. 
combined media). Note that Palaez teaches that it is already known in the art to 
combine media types (Palaez teaches combined media, i.e. multi-media in paragraph 
3), and Palaez also teaches that aspects of the embodiments may be mixed as 
appropriate for desired applications the (Palaez teaches mixing elements in paragraph 
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74). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Palaez to use multimedia, or combined media as one of the types in order to provide the 
appropriate media for desired applications. 

4. Claim 5, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Palaez et 
al in view of Koskelainen et al and in view of Maggenti et al and further in view of Angle 
et al (US 6,366,771). 

Consider claim 5, Palaez in view of Koskelainen and in view of Maggenti et al as 
applied to claim 1 lacks a teaching of an activation sensor having a first position 
associated with a first floor of the session and a second position associated with a 
second floor of the session. Note that Palaez teaches a first activation sensor 
configured to indicate a first floor of the session and a separate second activation 
sensor configured to indicate a second floor of the session (Palaez teaches using a ffrsf, 
push to talk or push to video switch (push button) to indicate a first floor and a second 
push to talk or video switch to indicate a second floors as described in paragraph 67). 

Angel teaches a push to talk switch configured as a thumb wheel with different 
positions to indicate different push to talk connections. (Angel shows the thumb wheel 
as item 310 in figure 6 and describes how the wheel can be turned to select push to talk 
settings before depressing to activate in column 7, lines 50-62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to 
replace the separate push to talk buttons with the single actuator of Angel in order to 
reduce the amount of buttons needed in the arrangement. 
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5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Palaez et 
al in view of Koskelainen et al and in view of Maggenti et al. 

Consider claim 6, Palaez in view of Koskelainen and in view of Maggenti et al as 
applied to claim 1 , fails to teaches the media type comprising a plurality of media 
streams. Note that Palaez teaches that it is already known in the art to combine media 
types i.e. provide a plurality of media streams (Palaez teaches combined media, i.e. a 
plurality of media streams in paragraph 3), and Palaez also teaches that aspects of the 
embodiments may be mixed as appropriate for desired applications the (Palaez 
teaches mixing elements in paragraph 74). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to provide combined media, or a plurality 
of media streams as one of the types in order to provide the appropriate media for 
desired applications. 

6. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Palaez 
et al in view of Koskelainen et al and in view of Maggenti et al and further in view of 
Schroderus (US 2003/0223381). 

As to claim 10, Palaez in view of Koskelainen and in view of Maggenti et al as 
applied to claim 1 above lacks a teaching of the session comprises a Packet Data 
Context of a GPRS cellular network. (Note that Palaez does teach using a public 
packet data service and notes that various packet data protocols could be used, as 
described in paragraph 1). 
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Schroderus teaches a similar multimedia push to talk (i.e. floor controlled) 
communication system, utilizing the packet data of the GPRS standard (Schroderus 
describes the multimedia push to talk system in paragraphs 25 and 26, and its 
implementation as packet data GPRS in paragraphs 30,31 and 51). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Palaez to utilize the packet data of 
GPRS in order to supply the service on systems using the popular GPRS standard, as 
taught by Schroderus. 

Response to Amendment 

7. Applicant's amendments have been sufficient to remove the rejections under 
112. 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6,8-19 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. Applicant's arguments filed September 6, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Maggenti merely shows communication devices being 
given priority. Applicant goes on to note that the priority therefore is only to the media 
source, not the media type or stream. However a careful reading of Maggenti shows 
that the point of the priority is to allow transmission privilege, as shown in Maggenti on 
column 5, lines 26-37 at least. In other words the priority gives priority to transmissions 
from the device that in this case would be a particular media stream and type, as shown 
in the above rejections. 
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Arguments relating to the other rejections are based on this alleged deficiency of 
Maggenti, which has been refuted above. 

Conclusion 

10. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip J Sobutka whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7887. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30am - 5:00pm. 
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13. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew D. Anderson can be reached on 571-272-41 77. 

14. The central fax phone number for the Office is 571-273-8300. 

Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number. 

CENTRALIZED DELIVERY POLICY: For patent related correspondence, 
hand carry deliveries must be made to the Customer Service Window (now 
located at the Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 
22314), and facsimile transmissions must be sent to the Central FAX 
number, unless an exception applies. For example, if the examiner has 
rejected claims in a regular U.S. patent application, and the reply to the 
examiner's Office action is desired to be transmitted by facsimile rather 
than mailed, the reply must be sent to the Central FAX Number. 

1 5. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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